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and | will do everything possible to protect
these locally designed and administered pro-
grams in northern Michigan.

| urge my colleagues to vote no on H.R.
2210. Vote no to dismantling Head Start.

———

FLORINE WARDEN’S 85TH
BIRTHDAY

HON. NICK J. RAHALL II

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, on August 26,
Mrs. Florine Warden will be celebrating her
85th birthday. Her story is one of success.
From the coalfields of West Virginia she has
endlessly battled to preserve the liberties of
her community. As her birthday approaches |
wish to thank Mrs. Warden for the extraor-
dinary effort she has put into our State.

Thomas Jefferson once said, “none deserve
better than those who contribute to the amelio-
ration of that form (government).” Mrs. War-
den’s life has been one of great service and
citizenship. She has dedicated her life to voic-
ing her opinion and striving to improve our
form of government. Those who reside in
Southern West Virginia know of her unwaver-
ing dedication to encouraging others to be-
come active citizens. She has fought diligently
on the political battlefield at the grassroots
level. She brings a special enthusiasm to her
community and the State of West Virginia.
She has donated her time to improve and en-
hance our political process.

Mrs. Warden has spent countless hours
working for the underprivileged. From picket
lines to food drives, Mrs. Warden is a force for
the less fortunate. She has sought to better
her community by working as a booster for
local high schools and colleges. This amazing
woman has also devoted her time to the West
Virginian Department of Highways, as well as
the Department of Natural Resources. She
has worked for the State, but more importantly
for the people of West Virginia, which she
cares for so dearly. She has worked tirelessly
for the United Mine Workers of America. She
is the true embodiment of the Mother Jones'’s
mantra, “Mourn the dead, and fight like hell for
the living.”

Mrs. Warden’s hard work has not gone un-
noticed. Her many honors include the Distin-
guished West Virginian Award, the Beautifi-
cation Award “Make West Virginia Shine,” and
an induction into the Democrat Hall of Fame.
Just last year | was at hand when Mrs. War-
den was presented the labor award in the 17th
Annual Celebrate Women Awards. With these
awards, the word of her hard work has spread
from Southern West Virginia to the rest of the
State, and across our great Nation. In her
amazing eighty-five years, she has been dedi-
cated to promoting labor services in West Vir-
ginia and with her hard work she is irreplace-
able in the political world. She has continually
fought for the betterment of our form of gov-
ernment. | agree with Mr. Jefferson and feel
that none deserve better than Mrs. Warden.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ADAM SMITH

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker,
due to family reasons, | was unable to vote on
rolicall No. 227: H. Res. 159. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable vote on rollcall No. 228: H. Res. 195.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 229: H.R. 1465.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 230: S. 222. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 231: S. 273. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 232: S. 763. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 233: H. Amdt. to
H. J. Res. 4. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 234: Final pas-
sage of H. J. Res. 4. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 235: Motion to
suspend the rules and pass H. Res. 231. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 236: on agreeing
to H. Res. 257. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 237: Motion to
suspend the rules and pass H. Res. 177. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 238: Motion to
suspend the rules and pass H. Res. 201. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 239: H.R. 1954.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 240: H. Amdt.
154 to H.R. 760. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 241: Motion to
Recommit to H.R. 760. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 242: final pas-
sage of H.R. 760. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 243: On Order-
ing the Previous Question for H. Res. 256.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 244: H. Res.
258. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 245: H. Res.
258. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 246: on passage
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of H.R. 1474. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 247: S. 222. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 248: S. 273. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 249: H.R. 1610.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 250: H. Con
Res. 162. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 251: S. 763. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 252: H. Res. 263
to H.R. 2143. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 253: H. Res. 263
to H.R. 2143. Had | been present, | would
have voted “No.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 254: H. Amdt.
159 to H.R. 2143. Had | been present, | would
have voted “No.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 255: Passage of
H.R 2143. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 256: H. Res.
252: Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 257: On ordering
the previous question for H.R. 2115. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 258: On agree-
ing to the rule for H.R. 2115. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 259: On passage
of H. Con. Res. 110. Had | been present |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 260: On passage
of H.R. 1320. Had | been present | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 261: H.R. 2350.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 262: H. Amdt. 5
to H.R. 2115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 263: H. Amdt. 4
to H.R. 2115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 264: On passage
of H.R. 2115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 265: H. Res. 269
to H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 266: H. Res. 269
to H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 268: H. Amdt.
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168 to H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 269: H. Amdt.
169 to H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 270: H. Amdt.
170 to H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 271: Motion to
Recommit to H.R. 1115. Had | been present,
| would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 272; Passage of
H.R. 1115. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 273: H. Res. 270
to H.R 1308. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 274: Rule for
H.R. 1308. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 275: Motion to
Instruct Conferees H.R. 1308. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 276: H.R. 2254.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 277: H. Con.
Res. 220. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 278: S. 703. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 279: H. Res.
276. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 280: H. Res.
171. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 281: Passage of
H.R. 658. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 282: S. 342. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 283: Passage of
S. Con. Res. 43. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 284: Previous
Question to H. Res. 281. Had | been present,
| would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 285: H. Res. 281
to H.R 8. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 286: Approving
the Journal. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 287: H. Amdt.
171 to H.R. 8. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 288: Passage of
H.R. 8. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no”.
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Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 289: H. Res.
283 to H.R. 660. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 290: H. Res.
283 to H.R. 660. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 291: H. Amdt.
172 to H.R. 1528. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 292: Motion to
Recommit H.R. 1528. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 293: Passage of
H.R. 1528. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 294: Kind
amendment to H.R. 660. Had | been present,
| would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 295: On motion
to recommit with instructions to H.R. 660. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 296: On final
passage to H.R. 660. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 297: H. Res.
264. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 298: H. Res.
177. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rolicall No. 299: H. Con.
Res. 209. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 300: Passage of
H.R. 2465. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 301: Previous
Question to H. Res. 293. Had | been present,
| would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 302: Agreeing
to H. Res. 293. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 303: Passage of
H.R. 923. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 304: H.R. 1460.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 305: On sus-
taining the ruling of the chair on H.R. 2555.
Had | been present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 306: Sustain rul-
ing of the chair on H.R. 2555. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 307: H. Amdt.
176 to H.R. 2555. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 308: H. Amdt.
183 to H.R. 2555. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”
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Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 309: H. Amdt.
188 to H.R. 2555. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 310: Passage of
H.R. 2555. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 311: Passage to
H.R. 1416. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 312: S. 858.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 313: H.R. 2474.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 314: H. J. Res.
49. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 315: H. Con.
Res. 49. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 316: H. Res.
199. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 317: H. Res.
294. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 318: On the
Hastings amendment to H.R. 2417. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 319: On the
Kucinich amendment to H.R. 2417. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 320: On the Lee
amendment to H.R. 2417. Had | been present,
| would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 321: H. Res.
299 to H.R. 1 and H.R. 2596. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 322: H. Res.
299 to H.R. 1 and H.R. 2596. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 323: H. Res.
297 to H.R. 1 and H.R. 2596. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 324: Ordering
the previous question on H. Res. 298. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 325: Passage of
H.R. 2559. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 326: Passage of
H. Res. 277. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 327: On ap-
proval of the Journal. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 328: H.R. 2596.
Had | been present, | would have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 330: H. Amdt.
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197 to H.R. 1. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 331: Motion to
recommit with instructions to H.R. 1. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 332: Final pas-
sage of H.R. 1. Had | been present, | would
have voted “no”.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on Rollcall No. 333: On pas-
sage of H.R. 2417. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

—————

PHARMACEUTICAL MARKET
ACCESS ACT OF 2003

SPEECH OF

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 24, 2003

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise in strong support of this legislation
because it will provide our seniors and all
American consumers the relief they need from
skyrocketing drug prices through safe, FDA-
approved prescription drugs reimported from
Canada and Europe.

And | am pleased that a broad bipartisan
coalition has come together to advance this
important measure.

Currently, the same exact prescription drugs
purchased in Canada and Europe cost only a
fraction of the prices charged in the U.S.

This does not make sense when a number
of our seniors must choose between spending
their limited income on food or taking on their
daily dosage of a prescribed medication.

Some have raised concerns about the safe-
ty of importing prescription drugs from outside
the United States.

As a nurse, | am always concerned about
safety and doing no harm.

This bill takes important steps to actually im-
prove the safety of prescription drugs through:

State-of-the-art technology to prevent tam-
pering with the packaging (the same type of
technology used by the Dept. of Treasury to
secure our currency);

Strict inspections by wholesalers to test
each shipment;

And by allowing only FDA-approved drugs
from FDA-approved facilities into the country.

Further, the legislation’s enforcement au-
thority is clear and very strong—Manufacturers
or importers can be heavily fined or even face
up to 10 years in prison for failing to comply
with safety requirements.

The plain fact is that more than one million
Americans already purchase their medicines
from outside the American market and there
has not been one reported death or illness
from Americans taking such products.

Mr. Speaker, reimportation is a common-
sense thing to do. It is probusiness, pro-con-
sumer and it's a safe and effective way for
Americans to pay less for prescription drugs.

| urge my colleagues to join me in voting
“yes” for this legislation, our seniors can't
wait.
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HONORING THE CONTRIBUTIONS
OF DOMINICAN BASEBALL PLAY-
ERS TO THE ECONOMY OF THE
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | wanted to take
this time to highlight some of the contributions
that baseball players of Dominican decent are
making not only to America’s national pastime,
but also to communities in the Dominican Re-
public.

It isn’t long into SportsCenter or any other
sports highlight show before one notices that
some of the game’s greatest contemporary
players hail from the DR. Perennial All-Stars
like Sammy Sosa, Pedro Martinez, Alex
Rodriguez and Manny Ramirez, joined now by
youngsters like Odalis Perez, Albert Pujols,
Carlos Delgado, Alfonso Soriano and Miguel
Tejada, are redefining the game by chal-
lenging long-established records and moving
the bar of excellence higher than many would
have imagined.

Baseball has a long established tradition in
the DR, showcasing Negro-League stars like
Satchel Paige and Josh Gibson in winter
league games at a time when the color-line
barred African-Americans from playing with
white players in America. And these new stars
know that they follow in the footsteps of major
league trailblazers like Felipe Alou, Joaquin
Andujar, George Bell, Rico Carty, Tony
Fernandez, Pedro Guerrero, Juan Marichal,
and Jose Rijo.

However, what makes these ballplayers dif-
ferent from athletes of the past is that they
can afford not only to be positive role models
of behavior, but also economic role models of
philanthropy. According to Major League
Baseball, the 79 Dominican major league
baseball players earn a combined salary of
$210 million. Like many immigrants, they send
money directly home to family members. How-
ever, they also contribute to the local economy
by building homes, investing in business ven-
tures and making contributions to charities
based in their hometowns.

Their success in the major leagues has also
brought in Major League Baseball as a partner
in the island’s economic development. Accord-
ing to a recent study, MLB has created 1,200
jobs, with $14.7 million going directly to the
country through the operation of 30 baseball
academies that are all looking to find the next
diamond in the rough. These are academies
that not only provide services, but also buy
from local merchants, which has lead to the
creation of as many as 900 new jobs.

Success in baseball is not based on the
play of one player but on the efforts of the en-
tire team. These Dominican athletes know that
the best way that they can truly honor the sac-
rifices of their family and friends is making
sure that they give back with both their hearts
and their wallets. Collectively, they and other
Dominicans around the world are helping to
shatter the myth that some people are forever
destined to be the recipients of handouts and
hand-me-downs. That with an investment of
faith and money, talent can surface to change
a game—and the world.
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WE MUST WORK TOWARD WINNING
AND SUSTAINING PEACE IN IRAQ
AND AFGHANISTAN

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr.
Speaker, since President Bush declared an
end to major combat operations on May 1,
2003, we continue to have loss of life of our
brave service men and women in Iraq at a
rate of one per day.

Just look at the figures—491 wounded and
93 killed. We've lost 7 soldiers in the last
week alone.

Why? Because the administration failed to
adequately plan for post-war peacekeeping in
Irag. And experts are beginning to warn that
the window for postwar success is closing.

We need to make a decision—and we need
to do it quickly—about increasing the end
strength of our military. Two days ago, the
Pentagon announced that our troops in Iraq
and Afghanistan should expect one-year de-
ployments.

We are walking a very fine line on having
enough troops to support our missions around
the globe, especially Irag and Afghanistan.

Asking our troops to stay for longer and
longer tours is not the answer. Our troops are
stretched thin, and we must start talking about
doing everything in our power to win and sus-
tain the peace.

———

BILL TO REFORM AMERICAN IN-
DIAN TRUST FUND MANAGE-
MENT

HON. MARK UDALL

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, | am
today introducing a bill to provide the basis for
reforming the way the federal government dis-
charges its responsibilities regarding the as-
sets and funds it holds in trust for federally
recognized Indian tribes and individual Indi-
ans.

The bill is also sponsored by Representative
RAHALL, the Ranking Democratic Member of
the Resources Committee, and is identical to
a measure being introduced in the Senate by
Senators MCCAIN, DASCHLE, and JOHNSON. It
is based on a bill (S. 175) they introduced ear-
lier, with revisions that reflect comments and
suggestions from a number of tribes and oth-
ers who have interest and expertise in this
subject, including representatives of the Great
Plains tribes, the Native American Rights
Fund, the National Congress of American Indi-
ans, and the InterTribal Monitoring Associa-
tion.

We are introducing the bill today in the inter-
ests of contributing specific legislative pro-
posals for consideration as part of what we
hope and expect will be a bipartisan effort to
develop legislation to resolve many of the
problems in this important part of the duties of
the Interior Department.

As we all know, Mr. Speaker, the Interior
Department's management of Indian trust
funds is the subject of deserved criticism and
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